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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to the communication filed on 6/25/04. 

2. Claim 25 has been cancelled in this amendment. 

3. New claims 26-29 have been added in this amendment. 

4. Claims 1-24 and 26-29 are pending in this action. 

5. The rejection of claim 25 provided under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, has 
been withdrawn since the claim is cancelled in the instant amendment. 

6. This action is final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meche 
et al. (Meche) (US 5,600,708) in view of in view of Hiramatsu (JP 03283726 A). 
As per claim 10: a method for controlling phone-locking of a mobile communication 
terminal including the steps of; 
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Receiving an order message reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 16-22; col. 5, lines 20-45). 
Reporting a lost terminal can be considered as an order since the end results of both 
the reporting and ordering are the same, which is having the lost terminal locked. 
Checking whether the received order message is a message for phone-locking reads on 
708 (see col. 5, lines 20-45). 

Reading a password from a memory in case that the order message is a message for 
phone-locking, reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 9-67; col. 5, lines 20-45; col. 6, lines 19- 
31). MT's executing internal UIM locking procedures includes reading a password from 
a memory. 

Enabling a variable value for phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 5, line 57-col. 9, line 
9, line 42). List indicates variable value for phone-locking. But, Meche does not explicitly 
teach about a phone-lock state restricting users from making calls from the terminal, as 
claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, Hiramatsu teaches about 
a telephone handset (automobile handset) provided with a lock state detection means 
detecting a dial lock signal caused by the operation of a handset and outputting a lock 
state signal to a facsimile equipment and an operation inhibit control means receiving 
an operation inhibit signal of the lock state signal and stopping the function of the 
facsimile equipment (see abstract). Although claim 10 recites a lost terminal and 
Hiramatsu's reference is related to a facsimile machine, both are wireless telephone 
systems and/or devices wherein an operator of a first device attempts to stop a remotely 
located second device from functioning. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of 
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Meche with that of Hiramatsu for the advantage of preventing the use of a mobile 
communication terminal without permission, as taught by Hiramatsu (see purpose). 

Claims 1,2, 5-8, 10-13, 15-18, 20-22 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Meche in views of Chesnutt (US 5,966,081 ) and Hiramatsu. 
As per claim 1: a method for controlling phone-locking of a mobile communication 
terminal comprising the steps of: 

Transmitting an order message for phone-locking reads on '708 (see col. 2, lines 1-22; 
col. 3, lines 16-22). 

Setting a phone-locked state for the lost terminal according to the transmitted order 
message for phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 5, lines 20-45; col. 6, lines 32-36). 
But, Meche does not explicitly teach about receiving a phone-locked request signal from 
a user so as to lock a lost terminal, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field 
of endeavor, Chesnutt teaches about a paging activated electronic security system, 
wherein an antitheft system is provided to render an electronic device inoperable via a 
paging network in response to the owner's request for such an action upon discovering 
that the electronic device was lost (see col. 2, line 27-col. 3, line 47). Although 
Chesnutt's reference is focused onto laptop computers, it is taught that any electronic 
device controlled by a microprocessor can benefit from the system (see col. 2, lines 
3236). Since mobile phones are electronic devices controlled by a microprocessor, the 
two references are combinable. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Meche's reference 
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with Chesnutt's teaching for the advantage of providing a low cost antitheft system that 
can render a stolen equipment inoperable (see col. 1, lines 38-42). But, Meche in view 
of Chesnutt, do not explicitly teach about a phone-locked state restricting users from 
making calls from a terminal, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of 
endeavor, Hiramatsu teaches about a telephone handset (automobile handset) provided 
with a lock state detection means detecting a dial lock signal caused by the operation of 
a handset and outputting a lock state signal to a facsimile equipment and an operation 
inhibit control means receiving an operation inhibit signal of the lock state signal and 
stopping the function of the facsimile equipment (see abstract). Although claim 1 recites 
a lost terminal and Hiramatsu's reference is related to a facsimile machine, both are 
dealing with wireless telephone devices/terminals wherein an operator of a first device 
attempts to stop a remotely located second device from functioning. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to further modify the above references with the teaching of Hiramatsu for the advantage 
of preventing the use of a mobile communication terminal without permission, as taught 
by Hiramatsu (see purpose). 

As per claim 2: the method wherein the order message is transmitted from a mobile 
communication service provider through a base station to the lost terminal reads on 
708 (see col. 2, lines 1-22; col. col. 5, lines 5-11). 

As per claim 5: the method wherein setting a phone-locked state comprises: 
Receiving an order message from a base station reads on 708 (see fig. 1, elements 50 
and 10; col. 5, lines 5-11). 
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Checking whether the received order message is a message for phone-locking reads on 
'081 (see col. 3, line 61-col. 4, line 3). 

Reading a stored password, setting a phone-locked state and rebooting the terminal, in 
case that the received order message is a message for phone-locking reads on '081 
(see col. 3, line 61-col. 4, line 4; col. 5, lines 20-30). 

As per claim 6: the method wherein the terminal executes a corresponding order 

command in case that the received order message is a general order message reads 

on 708 (see col. 5, lines 20-45). It is obvious that if the or when the message is not a 

command to activate a phone -locking, it is a general service message. 

As per claim 7: the method wherein the order message for phone-locking comprising: 

A message type field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 12-43). 

An other protocol type field reads on 708 (see col. 7, lines 11-18). 

An order specific field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). Each of the codes in the 

recited paragraph represents 'order specific field 1 associated with a message. 

As per claim 8: the method wherein the terminal judges of the order message for 

phone-locking on the basis of the order specific field value of the order message, reads 

on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). 

As per claim 11: the method wherein the order message is transmitted from a mobile 
communication service provider through a base station to the lost terminal reads on 
708 (see col. 2, lines 1-22; col. col. 5, lines 5-11). 

As per claim 12: the method wherein the order message for phone-locking comprising: 
A message type field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 12-43). 
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An other protocol type field reads on '708 (see col. 7, lines 11-18). 

An order specific field reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). Each of the codes in the 

recited paragraph represents 'order specific field' associated with a message. 

As per claim 13: the method wherein the terminal judges of the order message for 

phone-locking on the basis of the order specific field value of the order message 

reads on 708 (see col. 8, lines 57-67; col. 9, lines 22-42). 

As per claim 15: a method for controlling phone-locking of a mobile communication 
terminal comprising the steps of; 

transmitting an order message to a phone-locking request reads on 708 (see 3, lines 
16-22; col. 4, lines 10-20; col. 4, line 66-col. 5, line 1). The prior art advantageously 
teaches that a network can remotely enable and disable if a mobile station is reported 
stolen/and or by detecting misuse of the device and making follow up using three lists 
(see col. 4, lines 10-20). 

Setting the state of the lost terminal as a phone-locked state according to the 
transmitted order message reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 16-22, lines 49-52). 
Receiving an order message reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 16-22; col. 5, lines 20-45). 
Checking whether the received message is a message for phone-locking reads on 708 
(see col. 5, lines 20-45). 

Reading a password from a memory in case that the order message is a message for 
phone-locking reads on 708 (see col. 3, lines 9-67; col. 5, lines 20-45; col. 6, lines 19- 
31). MT's executing internal U I M locking procedures includes reading a password from 
a memory. 
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Enabling a variable value for phone -locking reads on 708 (see col. 5, line 57-col. 9, 
line 9, line 42). List indicates variable value for phone-locking. But, Meche does not 
explicitly teach about transmitting an order message to a lost terminal in response to a 
receiving a request signal from a user, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related 
field of endeavor, Chesnutt teaches about a paging activated electronic security system, 
wherein an antitheft system is provided to render an electronic device inoperable via a 
paging network in response to the owner's request for such an action upon discovering 
that the electronic device was lost (see col. 2, line 27-col. 3, line 47). Although 
Chesnutt's reference is focused onto laptop computers, it is taught that any electronic 
device controlled by a microprocessor can benefit from the system (see col. 2, lines 
3236). Since mobile phones are electronic devices controlled by a microprocessor, the 
two references are combinable. Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Meche's reference 
with Chesnutt's teaching for the advantage of providing a low cost antitheft system that 
can render a stolen equipment inoperable (see col. 1, lines 38-42). But, Meche in view 
of Chesnutt, do not explicitly teach about a phone-locking restricting users from making 
calls from a terminal, as claimed by applicant. However, in a related field of endeavor, 
Hiramatsu teaches about a telephone handset (automobile handset) provided with a 
lock state detection means detecting a dial lock signal caused by the operation of a 
handset and outputting a lock state signal to a facsimile equipment and an operation 
inhibit control means receiving an operation inhibit signal of the lock state signal and 
stopping the function of the facsimile equipment (see abstract). Although claim 1 recites 
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a lost terminal and Hiramatsu's reference is related to a facsimile machine, both are 
dealing with wireless telephone devices/terminals wherein an operator of a first device 
attempts to stop a remotely located second device from functioning. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to further modify the above references with the teaching of Hiramatsu for the advantage 
of preventing the use of a mobile communication terminal without permission, as taught 
by Hiramatsu (see purpose). 

As per claim 16: the method wherein the step of transmitting an order message 
comprising the steps of: 

Transmitting an order message to a lost terminal reads oh 708 ( 
Receiving a response signal to the order message from the lost terminal reads on 708 ( 
Transmitting an order message acknowledge signal to the lost terminal, when the 
response signal is received 

As per claim 1 7: the features of claim 1 7 are similar to the features of claim 1 2. Hence, 
claim 17 is rejected on the same ground as claim 12. 

As per claim 18: the method wherein the terminal recognizes the order message for 
phone-locking when the order specific field value of the order message is a 
predetermined value reads on 708 (see col. 9, lines 22-42). 

As per claim 20: the method wherein the phone-locking state restricts persons other 
than the user from using the lost terminal reads on 708 (see col. 2, lines 1-9). 
As per claim 21: the method wherein the phone-locking state allows reception of calls 
at the lost terminal reads on '081 (see col. 2, lines 27-61). 
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As per claim 22; the method wherein the phone-locking state restricts persons other 
than the user from accessing user information reads on "708 (see col. 2, lines 1-26). 
As per claim 26: the method wherein the phone-locked state restricts users from 
making calls from terminal unless a password is used reads on 708 (see col. 2, lines 
14-17). 

As per claim 27: the method further comprising disabling the phone-lock based on a 
password reads on'708 (see col. 2, lines 14-17). According to the reference the MT 
does not accept unauthorized UMI and thereby does not function (see col. 1 , lines 39- 
49). Hence, a non-function terminal is a disabled terminal, as far as unauthorized user is 
concerned. 

As per claim 28: the method further comprising disabling the phone-lock based on a 
password reads on'708 (see col. 2, lines 14-17). According to the reference the MT 
does not accept unauthorized UMI and thereby does not function (see col. 1, lines 39- 
49). Hence, a non-function terminal is a disabled terminal, as far as unauthorized user is 
concerned. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 29 is allowed. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
As per claim 29: the claim is directed communicating with a lost terminal so as to put it 
on a lock state. The prior art of record does not fairly teach or suggest receiving a 
response signal from a lost terminal in response to a transmitted order message for 
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phone -locking and transmitting order message acknowledge signal to the lost terminal 
upon receiving the response, as claimed and applicant 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 

Claims 3, 4, 9, 14, 19, 23 and 24 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 5-8, 11-13, 15-18, 20-22 and 
25 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
However, examiner maintains the previous rejection regarding claim 10 because the 
argument regarding claim 10 was not persuasive and the prior art reads on it fairly. 
Argument and response regarding claim 10 follows. 

Argument: with regarding to claim 10, applicant, without presenting a specific 
argument/s, says the subject matter of claim 10 is similar to the subject matter of claim 
1 and hence, the argument presented regarding claim 1 should also apply to claim 10. 
Response: examiner respectfully disagrees. In that the subject matters of claims 1 and 
10 are different to the extent of warranting a response to each of thern. In this case, the 
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exchange of phone-lock message in claim 1 involves, a lost terminal while in claim 10, 
there was not lost terminal involved in the message exchange. Hence, the argument 
presented for claim 1 does not apply to claim 10. 

Response to Arguments 



Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 2, 5-8, 10-13, 15-19, 20-22 and 
24 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Meless N Zewdu whose telephone number is (703) 306- 
5418. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 am to 5:00 pm.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Trost can be reached on (703) 308-5318. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Meless Zewdu 




Examiner 




22 November 2004. 
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